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DETAILED ACTION 
i> This action is in response to Applicant's remarks, filed 3,20.2006. Claims 21-53 are 
presented for further consideration. 

2> This is a final rejection. 

Response to Arguments 
I. 35 U.S.C 5103(a) rejection under Dobbins in view of Lim 

Applicant's arguments with respect to the 35 U.S.C § 103(a) rejections under Dobbins 
and Lim have been fully considered but they are not persuasive. Applicant argues in 
substance: (A) Dobbins does not disclose a security filter; (B) Dobbins does not disclose a 
two-tiered filtering system with a display filter resources excluded by a security filter; and 
(C) there is no motivation to combine Dobbins and Lim. The Office respectfully disagrees 
for the reasons set forth below. 

A. Dobbins' policies correspond in functionality to the claimed security filter 

Applicant argues that Dobbins policies are not analogous to the claimed 
security filter specifying network resources allocated to that customer. Applicant 
further asserts that Dobbins' policies merely determine whether or not a user is 
authorized to access a system. Applicant's arguments are unsupported by Dobbins. 

Dobbins discloses a content resource system with a network hierarchical 
structure designed to filter resources that are accessible to a subscriber [0017]. The 
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policies in fact are expressly designed to "restricting], limit[ing], permitting], or 
enhance[ing] specific content". These policies are under control of the network 
provider, and not the subscriber. The policies "controlling] the subscriber's ability to 
gain access to specific content and network resources" [0024]. Contrary to Applicant's 
assertion, Dobbins' policies do more then simply determine whether a user is allowed 
access to a system. They are explicitly control which content and network resources 
are available (or "allocated") to the subscriber. The authentication policy is a means to 
verify the user and then retrieve the policies of that particular user. 

In other words, Dobbins' policies provide a means for content providers to 
control what content and network resources are available to a subscriber [0083]. Thus, 
Dobbins' policies correspond in functionality to the claimed security filter. 

B. Dobbins' profile mechanism filters content excluded by Dobbins' policies 

Applicant further argues that Dobbins' profile does not filter resources 

excluded by Dobbins' policies. However, Dobbins states specifically: 

"After retrieving some or all of the policies controlling the subscriber's ability 
to gain access to specific content and network resources, switch 20 sends an 
acknowledgement back to the session EJB. Upon receiving the 
acknowledgement, the EJB retrieves the subscriber's profile from DOE 80 
using LDAP." 

[0024]. 

In other words, after applying the policies that limit which specific content 
and network resources are accessible for the subscriber, the subscriber's profile is 
retrieved. Dobbins discloses that policies specify desired network resources that are 
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available to the subscriber (that have been excluded by the policies) [0037 : "content or 
links to content in accordance with the subscriber's subscription information"]. 
Even more revealing, Dobbins states: 

"[t]he Web page, which is organized to show the services to which the 
subscriber has already subscribed, and the services to which the subscriber can 
optionally subscribe, is created dynamically based on the information in the 
subscriber's profile..." (emphasis provided) 

[0039]. 

The additional services available to a subscriber (to which he may optionally 
subscribe) is determined, in part, by the level of the subscriber [0109]. That is, if a 
subscriber is placed at a lower level, only a certain amount of services would be 
available to him. The authentication process triggers the use of the aforementioned 
policies which filter out those services that are only available to a higher level of 
subscriber [0025, 0074 | claims 1-12]. Put more simply, a subscriber can only customize 
his portal based on services and resources to which he has access - the other services 
and resources having been filtered out by the policies of Dobbins' system. 

Thus, Dobbins discloses a tiered filtering system, granting access to the service 
provider, to control which content and resources are available using policies, and to 
the customer, to customize his portal based on content and resources made accessible 
by the applied policies [0044, 0083]. The subscriber is able to specify network 
resources through the use of the subscriber's profile. Based on these remarks, the 
subscriber's profile is considered analogous to the claimed display filter. 



Application/Control Number: 09/843,760 Page 5 

Art Unit: 2152 

C. The motivation to combine the Dobbins and Lim references comes from the 
nature of the problem to be solved and teachings of the references. 

Applicant argues there is no supplied motivation to combine the Dobbins and 
Lim references. There are three possible sources for a motivation to combine 
references: the nature of the problem to be solved, the teachings of the prior art, and 
the knowledge of persons of ordinary skill in the art. In re Rouffet, 149 F.3d 1350, 1357, 
47 USPQ2d 1453, 1457-58 (Fed. Cir. 1998). 

Here, the motivation to combine come from at least two of these sources. First, 
Dobbins and Lim are both directed towards systems of providing content resources to 
subscribers and means for service providers to control the accessible resources [see 
Dobbins, 0010 & Lim, column 2 «lines 6-20»]. More particularly, these citations also 
evince the mutual desire to allow subscribers to manage the resources that are 
accessible to them. Thus, Dobbins and Lim are directed towards inventions that try to 
solve the same type of problem. 

Dobbins and Lim both disclose service providers [see Dobbins, 0083 & Lim, 
column 21 «line 28»]. Lim defines service providers as an "owner of a partitioned 
network". Thus, based on the common nature of the problem to be solved, it would 
have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art that Dobbins' service provider 
would implicitly share a similar definition of Lim's service provider. In fact, Lim 
discloses that conventional network resource management systems typically utilize 
partitioned networks [column 1 «lines 37*62»]. Dobbins discloses a system similar to 
Lim's network management system [compare Dobbins, 0002, 0015 with Lim, column 1 
«lines I3*24» | column 1 «line 63» to column 2 «line 3»]. Thus, it would have been 
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obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art that Dobbins' management system would 
utilize partitions as taught by Lim. 

Second, Lim discloses that partitions enable service providers to divide 
network resources and allocate them to customers effectively [column 1 «lines 37- 
62»]. Dobbins' content management system would thus benefit from Lim's teachings 
of a partitioned network by enabling Dobbins' service providers to divide network 
resources and allocate them to customers effectively [see Lim, column 3 «lines 4*9»]. 

II. 35 U.S.C § 103(a) rejections under Lim, in view of Hutcheson 

Applicant's arguments have been fully considered and are persuasive. The claim 
rejections under Lim, in view of Hutcheson are withdrawn. 

III. Conclusion 

As Applicant's arguments against Dobbins and Lim are unpersuasive, the claim 
rejections under 35 U.S.C 103(a) under Dobbins, in view of Lim are maintained. Dependent 
claims, rejected under Teijido and Rangarajan, are also maintained. Thus, claims 21-53 
remained rejected. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 
The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 

obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set forth in 
section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and the prior art 
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are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the invention was made to a 
person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. Patentability shall not be 
negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

3> The text of those sections of Title 35, U.S. Code not included in this action can be 
found in a prior Office action. 

4> Claims 21, 22, 26-28, 30, 32, 37*39, 41*43, 45, 47, 52 and 53 are rejected under 35 U.S.C § 
103(a) as being unpatentable over Dobbins et al, U.S Patent Publication No. 2002I0066033 
["Dobbins"], in view of Lim. 

5> Claims 29 and 44 are rejected under 35 U.S.C § 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Dobbins and Lim, in further view of Teijido et al, U.S Patent No. 2002I0053020 ["Teijido"]. 

6> Claims 23-25, 31, 33*36, 46 and 48-51 are rejected under 35 U.S.C § 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over Dobbins and Lim, in further view of Rangarajan et al, U.S Patent No. 
6.275.225, ["Rangarajan"]. 

Conclusion 

THIS ACTION IS MADE FINAL. Applicant is reminded of the extension of time 
policy as set forth in 37 CFR 1.136(a). 

A shortened statutory period for reply to this final action is set to expire THREE 
MONTHS from the mailing date of this action. In the event a first reply is filed within 
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TWO MONTHS of the mailing date of this final action and the advisory action is not 
mailed until after the end of the THREE-MONTH shortened statutory period, then the 
shortened statutory period will expire on the date the advisory action is mailed, and any 
extension fee pursuant to 37 CFR 1.136(a) will be calculated from the mailing date of the 
advisory action. In no event, however, will the statutory period for reply expire later than 
SIX MONTHS from the mailing date of this final action. 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Dohm Chankong whose telephone number is 571.272.3942. 
The examiner can normally be reached on Monday-Thursday [7:30 AM to 4:30 PM]. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Bunjob Jaroenchonwanit can be reached on 571.272*3913. The fax phone number 
for the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the Patent 
Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for published 
applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. Status information 
for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. For more information 
about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should you have questions on 
access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic Business Center (EBC) at 866-217- 
9197 (toll-free). If you would like assistance from a USPTO Customer Service 
Representative or access to the automated information system, call 800-786-9199 (IN USA 
OR CANADA) or 571-272-1000. 
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